IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT A S AN
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

R 28| w2 Fif g3

ELOUISE COBELL, et al.,
' Case No. 1:96CV01285 (RCL)

Plaintiffs, (Judge Lamberth)

GALE NORTON, et al.,

Defendants.

INTERIOR DEFENDANTS’ MOTION
TO DISQUALIFY JOSEPH CHRISTIE AS EXPERT WITNESS FOR PLAINTIFFS
AND TO DISQUALIFY DENNIS GINGOLD AS COUNSEL FOR JOSEPH CHRISTIE

Pursuant to Local Rule 7.1, Interior Defendants respectfully move to disqualify Joseph
Christie — a retired Department of the Interior employee and a paid consultant to the Special
Master in this matter — from testifying as an expert witness on behalf of the plaintiff class. In
addition, Interior Defendants move to disqualify Dennis Gingold from serving as Mr. Christie’s
counsel in these proceedings.'

As 1s more fully explained below, Mr. Christie’s service as a testi fying expert for
Plaintiffs and as a consulting expert for the Special Master creates at least the appearance of
irﬁpropriety with regard to Mr. Christic’s, and, derivatively, the Special Master’s, impartiality in
this matter. Permitting Mr. Christie to serve as Plaintiffs’ expert would create prejudice and

unfairness for Interior Defendants, who have provided confidential and privileged information to

' In accordance with Local Civil Rule 7.1 (m), counsel for Interior Defendants attempted
to reach Mr. Gingold, counsel for Plaintiffs and Mr. Christie, to confer regarding this motion.
Mr. Gingold has not responded, and Interior Defendants presume Plaintiffs and Mr. Christie will
oppose this motion.



the Special Master. To remedy this appearance of impropriety and to preserve the integrity of
these proceedings, the Court should disqualify Mr. Christie as an expert for the plaintiff class.

In addition, to avoid (1) the appearance of impropriety created by counsel for Plaintiffs
also representing the Court’s consultant and (2) the conflict of interest resulting from Mr.
Gingold’s dual representation of Plaintiffs and of a witness in the proceeding, the Court should
disqualify Mr. Gingold from serving as Mr. Christie’s counsel.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mr. Christie is a former employee of the Department of the Interior (“Interior”). This
Court described Mr. Christie’s tenure at Interior as follows:

Joseph Christie is a former employee of the Department of the
Interior . . . whose twenty-eight years of tenure with the
Department include services as an agency superintendent where he
“[m]anaged trust programs on an Agency level,” and “[w]orked on
Trust Litigation,” as Deputy Director of Education for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs, as a member of the Tribal Reconciliation Project
and as the Director of the Office of Trust Litigation Support and
Records-the office that later became known as OTR. These
positions have required him to collect and image documents,
publish reports, meet with tribes, draft settlement legislation and
provide planning and budget information to the Department of the
Interior, Congressional Offices and the Office of Management and
Budget.

Memorandum and Order at 2 (Mar. 29, 2002).

In February, 2001, Special Master Balaran retained Mr. Christie as an “advisor to the
Special Master in his investigation of the Office of Trust Records.” Id. at 1. “Specifically, [Mr.]
Christie was retained to ‘assist the Special Master in his review and analysis of the thousands of
documents presented by the Defendant[s] and . . . accompany[] the Special Master to facilities

which store trust records and during his interviews with Interior cmployees.”” Id. at 4-5 (quoting



Order of the Special Master, at 13 (July 23, 2001)). On May 29, 2001, Defendants filed a motion
to rescind the Special Master’s hiring of Mr. Christie; this Court denied the motion on March 29,
2002. Billing records for Mr. Christic suggest he has rendered services to the Special Master as
recently as February, 2003.

The “Phase 1.5” trial is scheduled to commence on May 1, 2003. Plaintiffs’ witness list
for the trial identifies Mr. Christie as an expert witness and describes his expected testimony as
follows: “Matters concerning the parties’ compliance plans, including the effectiveness and
credibility of DOI fiduciary management regarding records management and the need for central
records facility; consequences of inadequate records management and compliance; and [the] need
for [a] remedial order in the natﬁre and scope of plaintiffs’ proposed order.” Plaintiffs’ Witness
List at 2.

On March 19, 2003, Defendants served a subpoena duces tecum on Mr. Christie,
requiring him to appear for deposition on April 3, 2003. Plaintiffs responded by moving for a
protective order that would, among other things, limit the scope of documents Mr. Christie must
produce and the range of questions Interior Defendants can pose to Mr. Christie. See Plaintiffs’
Motion For Protective Order (April 1, 2003). Plaintiffs’ motion for a protective order contained
a footnote stating that “Dennis M. Gingold, one of plaintiffs’ counsel, also represents Mr.
Christie in this matter and joins in the motion with respect to his subpoena.” Id. n.4.

ARGUMENT
L Mr. Christie Should Be Disqualified From Serving As Plaintiffs’ Expert.

Federal courts have the inherent power to disqualify expert witnesses. Koch Ref. Co. v.

Boudreaux MV, 85 F.3d 1178, 1181 (5th Cir. 1996) (citing Campbell Indus. v. M/V Gemini, 619




F.2d 24, 27 (9th Cir. 1980)). The exercise of this powef serves to prevent conflicts of interest

and maintain the integrity of the judicial process. Id. at 1182; see also United States v.

Salamanca, 244 F. Supp. 2d 1023, 1026 (D.S.D. 2003).

Mr. Christie’s service as Plaintiffs’ expert endangers his neutrality and imperils the
integrity of, and public confidence in, the Special Master’s activities. The Court appointed the
' Special Master; the Special Master, in turn, retained Mr. Christie as an advisor to assist him. The
Special Master is an officer of this Court, duty bound both to maintain impartiality in his
activities and to avoid the appearance of impropriety.? Likewise, Mr. Christie’s role requires him
to maintain neutrality with regard to the work he has performed for the Special Master. In re
Edgar, 93 F.3d 256, 262 (7th Cir. 1996) (“Experts appointed and supervised by a court carry
special weight because of their presumed neutrality.”).

Certainly the Special Master could not serve as an expert witness for Plaintiffs without
compromising his impartiality and raising the appearance of impropriety. To permit the Special
Master’s retained consultant to serve as an expert witness for Plaintiffs with regard to the very
matters on which he advises the Special Master will create the appearance of impropriety by Mr.
Christie, and, derivatively, by the Special Master. Permitting Mr. Christie to testify regarding
information he obtained as an advisor to the Special Master would also circumvent Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 53, which requires a special master to make written reports and

recommendations concerning findings of fact and conclusions of law to the court, which must

? The Court discussed the Special Master’s role and relationship to the Court at length in
its recent decision on the motions to disqualify. See Cobell v. Norton, 237 F. Supp. 2d
71 (D.D.C. 2003).




ultimately decide to adopt or reject such findings and conclusions after considering written

responses and objections by the parties.
Furthermore, disqualification of an expert witness is required when the expert has had a

confidential relationship with the objecting party. Wang Labs., Inc. v. Toshiba Corp., 762 F.

Supp. 1246, 1248 (E.D. Va. 1991)). In making such disqualification determinations, courts
assess: (1) whether it is objectively reasonable for the objecting party to conclude that a
confidential relationship existed with the expert; and (2) whether the objecting party disclosed
any confidential or privileged information to the expert. Mayer v. Dell, 139 FR.D. 1, 3 (D.D.C.
1991) (quoting Wang Labs., Inc., 762 F. Supp. at 1248). By analogy, in this case, it is objectively
reasonable to conclude that Defendants have a confidential relationship with the Special Master
in the sense that they have provided a significant volume of confidential and privileged
information to him. Interior Defendants have no way of knowing how much of their confidential
or privileged information has been shared with Mr. Christie; indeed, as noted above, both Mr.
Christie and Plaintiffs have attempted to limit Interior Defendants’ discovery. But Mr. Christie's
billing records (attached for reference at Exhibit A) are filed in this Court and demonstrate that
he has gathered information on a number of sensitive matters, spoken with numerous
unidentified individuals, and engaged in extensive consultations with the Special Master.
Plaintiffs cannot now use Mr. Christie to testify on their behalf on the same subject matters for

which he has been retained to assist the Special Master.> Under these circumstances, Mr.

* Moreover, Mr. Christie is statutorily prohibited from testifying as an expert about
matters in which he “participated personally and substantially,” 18 U.S.C. § 207(a), while
employed at Interior absent a court order requiring him to serve as an expert witness for
Plaintiffs. 18 U.S.C. § 207G)(6)(A) (“[A] former officer or employee of the executive branch of
the United States (including any independent agency) who is subject to the restrictions contained
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Christie cannot serve as an expert witness for Plaintiffs. Cf, Paul v. Rawlings Sporting Goods,

Inc., 123 F.R.D. 271, 277 (S.D. Ohio 1988) (“The law will imply a relationship of confidence

when it is just to do s0.”) (quoting Conforti & Fiselle. Inc. v. Div. of Bldg. and Constr., 405 A.2d

487,492 (N.J. Super. Ct. App. Div. 1979)).
Mr. Christie is “simply too close and too intimately involved on the part of [the Special
Master] in the very process which will be examined in this case for the Court [to] allow him to

testify as an expert for the [P]laintiffs.” Theriot v. Parish of Jefferson, Case No. 95-2453, 1996

WL 392149, *2 (E.D. La. July 8, 1996).* The Court should act to protect public confidence in
this case and preclude Mr. Christie from servin g as an expert witness for Plaintiffs in the Phase

L.5 trial. See Sells v. Wamser, 158 F.R.D. 390, 393 (S.D. Ohio 1994) (“[T]he overall guiding

principle is to preserve the integrity of court proceedings, and [] any remedy imposed in a case

where an expert witness has a conflict of interest should promote fundamental fairness in the

litigation process.”).

II. Mr. Gingold Should Be Disqualified From Serving As Mr. Christie's Counsel
Disqualification of counsel rests within the sound discretion of the Court, and arises from

the Court’s inherent supervisory power over the professionalism of lawyers practicing before it.

Groper v. Taff, 717 F.2d 1415, 1418 (D.C. Cir. 1983); Palumbo v. Tele-Communications, Inc.,

in [18 U.S.C. § 207(a)(1)] with respect (o a particular matter may not, except pursuant to court
order, serve as an expert witness for any other person (except the United States) in that matter.”)

* This is not a case in which Plaintiffs will be unfairly deprived of expert testimony.
Plaintiffs have had ample time to locate and prepare an expert for trial without appropriating the
Court’s advisor. Koch Refining, 85 F.3d at 1183.
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157 F.R.D. 129, 131 (D.D.C. 1994). Counsel’s violation of applicable ethical rules supplies a
basis for disqualification. Palumbo, 157 F.R.D. at 132.
Although courts treat motions to disqualify with caution, “any doubt is to be resolved in

favor of disqualification.” Derrickson v. Derrickson, 541 A.2d 149, 152 (D.C. 1988) (citing

Mondello v. Mondello, 499 N.Y.S.2d 9, 10 (N.Y. App. Div. 1986)); see also Rentclub, Inc. v.

Transamerica Rental Finance Corp., 811 F. Supp. 651, 654 (M.D. Fla. 1992), aff'd, 43 F.3d 1439

(11th Cir. 1995). In this circuit, counsel may be disqualified even where no present impropriety

exists, particularly where important societal interests are at stake. E. g., Kessenich v. CFTC, 684

F.2d 88, 98 (D.C. Cir. 1982) (citing Yablonski v. United Mine Workers, 448 F.2d 1175, 1177-82
(D.C. Cir. 1971)). As this Court observed in Palumbo, the class action setting imposes a
particularly “heightened” professional standard upon class counsel due in part to his obligations
to absent class members. Palumbo, 157 F.R.D. at 132 -33 (disqualifying class counsel) (citing

Smith v. Josten’s American Yearbook Co., 78 F.R.D. 154, 163 (D. Kan. 1978), aff’d, 624 F.2d

125 (10th Cir. 1980)). These standards require the Court to disqualify Mr. Gingold from
representing Mr. Christie in this case.
The D.C. Circuit has held that the Code of Conduct for United States Judges applies to

special masters.” Jenkins v. Sterlacci, 849 F.2d 627, 632 (D.C. Cir. 1988) (A “special master

must hold himself to the same high standards applicable to the conduct of judges.”); see also -

Belfiore v. New York Times Co., 826 F.2d 177, 185 (2d Cir. 1987); In re Joint E. & S. Dist.

> This Court distinguished Jenkins in its decision denying the motions of certain
individuals to disqualify the Special Master and others in this case, largely on the ground that the
Court would not afford the findings of the Special Master the benefit of “clearly erroneous “
deference in the contempt proceedings now before him. Cobell v. Norton, 237 F. Supp. 2d 71,
84 (D.D.C. 2003).




Asbestos Litig., 737 F. Supp. 735, 739 (E.& S.D.N.Y. 1990). The Code of Conduct for United

States Judges (“Code of Conduct”) requires judges to “act at all times in a manner that promotes
public confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary.” Code of Conduct, Canon 2A.
“The test for appearance of impropriety is whether the conduct would create in reasonable minds,
with knowledge of all the relevant circumstances that a reasonable inquiry would disclose, a
perception that the judge's ability to carry out judicial responsibilities with integrity, impartiality,
and competence is impaired. Id., cmt. The Code of Conduct imposes a duty of impartiality and
further requires judicial officers to take reasonable steps to ensure impartiality by law clerks and
other court personnel. See Code of Conduct, Canon 3 & cmt.®

The D.C. Rules of Professional Conduct require Mr. Gingold to “avoid contributing to a
violation of” the Code of Conduct. D.C. R. Prof. Conduct 3.5 cmt. 1. Yet his representation of
both the plaintiff class and Mr. Christie does precisely this by drawing into question the integrity
and impartiality of the Special Master’s investigation. Mr. Gingold’s dual representation gives
him undeniable influence over how Mr. Christie will respond to discovery and testify at trial. In
effect, Mr. Gingold’s representation of Mr. Christie permits the class to influence Mr. Christie’s
participation in this case, thus stripping Mr. Christie of his presumed neutrality and imbuing him
with the partisanship of the plaintiff class. The unavoidable consequence of Mr. Gingold’s

representation of Mr. Christie will be a perception that the Special Master’s investigation has

¢ The D.C. Circuit has applied the Code of Conduct in a variety of contexts. See, e.g.,
Pioneer Hotel, Inc. v. NLRB, 182 F.3d 939, 944 (D.C. Cir. 1999) (analyzing ex parte contacts
under Canon 3B(7)); Clifford v. United States, 136 F.3d 144, 149 n.6 (D.C. Cir. 1998)
(disqualification of judge for impartiality proper under certain circumstances pursuant to Canon
3E(1)); United States v. Barry, 961 F.2d 260, 263 (D.C. Cir. 1992) (analyzing out-of-court
comments by judge under Canon 3A(6)).




been compromised. See Rentclub Inc., 811 F. Supp. at 655 (appearance of impropriety arises

from inference that attomey induced another to breach a confidence).

Mr. Gingold’s dual representation raises another ethical dilemma in the form of a
potential conflict of interest between his clients. Rule 1.7(b) of the D.C. Rules of Professional
Conduct states that:

[A] lawyer shall not represent a client with respect to a matter if:
(1) That matter involves a specific party or parties, and a position
to be taken by that client in that matter is adverse to a position

taken or to be taken by another client in the same matter....

(2) Such representation will be or is likely to be adversely affected
by representation of another client; [or]

(3) Representation of another client will be or is likely to be
adversely affected by such representation.

D.C. R. Prof. Conduct 1.7(b).
Courts have interpreted this rule as presenting an ethical barrier to a lawyer representing

both a party in interest and a witness in the same matter. See In re Cendant Corp. Sec. Litig., 124

F. Supp. 2d 235 (D.N.J. 2000); see also Bobokoski v. Bd. of Educ., No. 90-C-5737, 1991 WL
140150 (N.D. IIl. July 23, 1991). In granting a motion to disqualify under Rule 1.7 in a class
action securities fraud case, the court in Cendant Corp. held that a lawyer could not represent the
named defendant in a case in which it also represented a former officer of that company who was
a critical and potentially adverse witness in the matter. In describing the many hazards of such a
dual representation, the court observed:

as a general matter examining one’s own client as an adverse

witness on behalf of another client, or conducting third party
discovery of one client on behalf of another chent, is likely (1) to



pit the duty of loyalty to each client against the duty of loyalty to
the other; (2) to risk breaching the duty of confidentiality to the
client-witness; and (3) present a tension between the lawyer’s own
pecuniary interest in continued employment by the client-witness
and the lawyer’s ability to effectively represent the litigation client.
The first two of these hazards are likely to present a direct
adverseness of interest falling within Rule 1.7(a); all three may
constitute material limitations on the lawyer’s representation, so as
to come under Rule 1.7(b).’

Cendant Corp., 124 F. Supp. 2d at 241-42 (emphasis omitted) (quoting ABA Formal Opinion

No. 92-367 (October 16, 1992)).® The court emphasized that Rule 1.7 is violated where there is a
mere “possibility of a breach occurring;” actual improper conduct is not required to establish a
violation. Id. at 243, 244. This is because the rule is intended not to prevent actual conflicts but
to bolster the public’s confidence in the integrity of the legal profession. Id. at 245.

In his dual representation, Mr. Gingold will elicit the testimony of one client (Christic)
for the benefit of another (the class). Should Mr. Christie offer views that are unfavorable to the
class, Mr. Gingold will have to decide whether to impeach or question the credibility of his
individual client or remain silent to the detriment of his class client. Particularly given the

heightened standards imposed upon the professionalism of class counsel, disqualification of Mr.

’ In Cendant Corp., the conflicted firm had erected “walls” to eliminate intra-firm
communications between lawyers representing the two clients but the court deemed those
protections insufficient. 124 F. Supp. 2d at 243. Here, of course, no such measures are possible.

* Disqualification motions involving representation of both a witness and a party in the
same matter arise frequently in the criminal context. See, c.g., Wheat v. United States, 486 U.S.
153, 160 (1988). While conflicts of interest in the criminal arena require a heightened concern
for defendants’ Sixth Amendment rights, equal judicial caution about permitting counsel to
represent witnesses and parties in the same matter applies in civil cases. Compare Perillo v.
Johnson, 205 F.3d 775, 808 (5th Cir. 2000) (conflict between former and present clients raised
suspicion concerning defense strategies in criminal case) with Cendant Corp., supra.
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Gingold as counsel for Mr. Christie is warranted for this reason as well.” See Palumbo, 157

F.R.D. at 132-33.

CONCLUSION

For all of the foregoing reasons, the Court should disqualify Mr. Christie from testifying

as Plaintiffs’ expert in this matter and disqualify Mr. Gingold from serving as counsel of record

for Mr. Christie.

Dated: April 28, 2003

Respectfully submitted,

ROBERT D. McCALLUM, JR.
Assistant Attorney General
STUART E. SCHIFFER

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
J. CHRISTOPHER KOHN
Director

o

SANDRA P. SPOONER U
Deputy Director

D.C. Bar No. 261495

JOHN T. STEMPLEWICZ
Senior Trial Attorney
Commercial Litigation Branch
Civil Division

United States Department of Justice
P.O. Box 875

Ben Franklin Station
Washington, D.C. 20044-0875
(202) 307-0183

? Rule 1.7(c) of the Rules of Professional Conduct permits an adversely affected party to
waive any conflict of interest. However, as this Court ruled in Palumbo, absent class members
cannot, as a matter of law, waive conflicts of interest. 157 F.R.D. at 133. Moreover, a waiver by
Mr. Christie would only increase the appearance of impropriety discussed above.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, ¢t al., )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
V. ) Case No. 1:96CV01285
) (Judge Lamberth)
GALE NORTON, Secretary of the Interior, et al, )
)
Defendants. )
)
ORDER

Upon consideration of Interior Defendants’ Motion To Disqualify Joseph Christie As
Expert Witness For Plaintiffs And To Disqualify Dennis Gingold As Counsel For Joseph Christie
(“Interior Defendants Motion™), any responses thereto, and the record of the case, it is hereby

ORDERED, that Interior Defendants’ Motion is GRANTED. It is further

ORDERED, that Joseph Christie shall be disqualified from testifying as an expert witness
for the plaintiffs in the Phase 1.5 trial; and it is further

ORDERED, that Dennis Gingold, counsel for the plaintiff class in this matter, shall be

disqualified as counsel for Joseph Christie.

SO ORDERED this day of , 2003.

ROYCE C. LAMBERTH
United States District Judge



CC:

J. Christopher Kohn

Sandra P. Spooner
Commercial Litigation Branch
Civil Division

P.O. Box 875

Ben Franklin Station
Washington, D.C. 20044-0875
(202) 514-7194

Dennis M Gingold, Esq.

Mark Brown, Esq.

1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Ninth Floor

Washington, D.C. 20004
202-318-2372

Keith Harper, Esq.

Native American Rights Fund
1712 N Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20036-2976
202-822-0068

Elliott Levitas, Esq.
1100 Peachtree Street, Suite 2800
Atlanta, GA 30309-4530



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I declare under penalty of perjury that, on April 28, 2003 T served the foregoing Interior
Defendants” Motion to Disqualify Joseph Christie as Expert Witness for Plaintiffs and to
Disqualify Dennis Gingold as Counsel Jor Joseph Christie by facsimile in accordance with their
written request of October 31, 2001 upon:

Keith Harper, Esq. Dennis M Gingold, Esq.

Native American Rights Fund Mark Kester Brown, Esq.

1712 N Street, N.W. 1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036-2976 Ninth Floor

(202) 822-0068 Washington, D.C. 20004

(202) 318-2372
Per the Court’s Order of April 17,2003,

by facsimile and by U.S. Mail upon: By U.S. Mail upon:
Earl Old Person (Pro se) Elliott Levitas, Esq

- Blackfeet Tribe ' 1100 Peachtree Street, Suite 2800
P.O. Box 850 Atlanta, GA 30309-4530

Browning, MT 59417
(406) 338-7530

By facsimile and U.S. Mail:

Alan L. Balaran, Esq.

Special Master

1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
13th Floor

Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 986-8477

K doerr—

Kevin P. Kingston
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- Total $5,067.43
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B5/25/2801 13:57 5852968047 OWL. WOMAN
Chata Consuilting Invoice
Joe C. Christie R i e
11704 8ai Vietorio NE b, DMe i Invoica# |
Albuquerque. New Mexico, 87111 i shsnoop 4
Biit To
Alan | Bataran :
1717 Pémml\mmu Ave. NW.
Twolfth Floor-
Washington, .00 20006
l
: Dmnpﬂan : Amount
;__.____..._._._...... R I U T e e e eV g e e e s - .
:4-27 | hour ducmmm:s ot m@hngmd issues ! 130.00T;
I 311 hour discug¥itn on Financial materigls und issnes 130.00T!
15-8 1 hour discussion of uiseriads 130.00T
15-9 3 hours analysis ot contracis and refated jvsues 390.00T
: l 3-9 cost of duplication avRinke's or otha' Jocation 1.047
i : 5-9 shipping of: matchat; : 12.25T ’
;5-10 1 hour Budge materials reviow : 130.00T;
" {5-16 1 how discnasdons nnd anndysts ,f 130.00T !
i 3-17 1 howr disaussions and anatysis 130.00T
15-18 1 hour discugsiairs with AX on stomge problem 130.00T
i 521 thour diswussion: #n meetingt aud Goljow up 130.00T !
S 22 9 hours mestings and analysy 1,170.00T
] 5-21 11 hours moxtings and analysis- 1.430.00T ¢
| 5-24 9 hours meeting and anulysis 1,170.00T
.5-25 5 hours wrtip up discussions and related items 650.00T !
. ' 5-23 cost of duplication at Kisko's Gr other location : 21.26T |
. 5 25 cost of duplication ai Kikd's ar other location ; 4.62T |
1 5-22 cost of parking while workmgion project : 4.00T
i 5,24 cost of parking while wocking oy project 7.00Ti
1525 coat of parking whilc workiug on project 5.00T
| 525 shipping of inaterials 75.34T¢
o 15-25  shipping . of materials 33.53T)
' ,Ncw Mexico Gross receiprs tux 350.73
: i
; i
¥ B
i ! |
| Total 36,5877



e —— e e s n s

86/25/2881 BE:-ll ‘5852958647 WL WOMAN
Chara Consuliing invoice
Joe C.'Chrigtie T pate T invokce #
11704 San-Yictorio NE T T
Albsquetque, New Mexico, 87111 atamb
yTeT e e :
nz7 Pmm:.'{vum Ave. NW -
Twelfth Floor
Washington, 1> . 20006
e - —
r.‘..____.__.__..' R . — s ___..___.___, ‘
! : , _ Description i Amourtt G
6-4 3h$ mm V. A o o AW AT—" - : Semree e 3wm ; .
6-5 3 rs analysis i 390.00T |
68 5hes ) . ; 650.(X1T
66 cost of dvplication at Kmkdscrodna'la:anm i 16897
(4 shipping oliniterials it vasil Baxes Etc. ! SISTH,
67 2 hes : 260.00T
6-7 cost of duplicaiion at Kinko's or othcr location : 8.81T|
&7 3 fnxessmmrmwcu ' 30on
6-12 2 brs 26000T
613 1hr ; 130.00T |
6114 2 s ; 260.00T ;
615 3 hrs analyuis : 390.00T |
§-13 shipping bt roatérials via mcd ‘Boxes Elc, ; 3.95T:
faxes sent or revsived ' 6.00T -
618 3hrs | 390.00T |
L1619 t e 130.00T |
620 1 x : 130.00T; -
82l 3w : 390. OOT‘
faxooes sent or revenioesd i 7.00T;
6-22 2 br meeting with K 1 ! .260.00T i
New Mexico. Gmmmpw lax, i 110 .
E
! i $4,318.00
! g




p7/25/2881 @7:57 5852568847

Meata

Chats Cunsulfing

Joe ,C - Chrigtie

11704 San Victorio NE
Albuquerque. New Mexico, 87111

Alant Balern !
P1717 Pennsytvirio. Ave. RW. E
i Twelfth Floor ' ;
: Washingiom, 12.C: 20006 i
! :
(o e e _

f——__‘_ o Descuption

l6-25 thr

OWL WOMaN

[ m———

PAGE

82

Invoice

Date-

' ' Invoice ¥ |

e

3372008

LS
!

&

:
'

el

N S

Amount

i faxes sent of raceived

|6-26 3 br

ves sent of Teceived

47

6283 hr

792hr 1A
7-183lwrlA

7193 1A
72034 In
72353 hr]A
722421A

cost of duplicstion at KG}kn’S‘&»‘ﬂ.SX‘ locution

faxes sent or recaiviad .

7-1 4 hrs work on coraporiaon of-ort

722 hrmtg with K. 1

7-5 4 hr mig inv problems & org materials
7-6 2 hr Index anabvsis ‘

7-16 2 hr 8 M discusgions

faxes sent or received

* New Mexico- Giuss raxeipts -

1
]
]
¥
!

: Tot

a

130.00T: -
3.00T! .
390.00T: -
4.00T:
260.00T |
3.30T!
390.00T ¢ .
7.00T: .
520.00T¢°
260.00T i
520.00T: .
260.00T !
260.00T |
260.00T | -
390.00T;
18.00T
390.00T ¢
350.00T !
390.00T |
260.00T!
29675 -

$5.402.05

‘



98/25/2801 17:59 58523608047 OWL WOMAN PAGE 82

Chata Cé)nstﬂﬁn‘g Invoice

11704 San Viqmo NE . j“‘ B "'/‘ - . - :
Albuquergue, New- Mexico, 87111 CoAzsae T ;
‘—-E'n—T;m e e o e o a e .
'Mml Bu—lurm ' i
1717 Penusvivamia Ave. N'W. ’
: Twelfth Fioor

Washington, D.C. 20006 -

A bt Avw P e —_—
’l ) . Description Amount
82 Zhrs 10 miny Work o Onsite queationnaire : : 260.00T ;
8-3 5 hrs 15 min meeting with M-1 fGnsmcial discussion and work on the omsite questionnaire ! 630.00T |
8-7 2 hrs meeting with M-Z Onsite questionnaire 260.00T
i 8.9 3hrs § min Onsi gucetimpaire e-niail to 5. M. Mexting with M-1 : ' ) 390.00T |
18-12 20r 50 man Windase finwsicidl chart, e-mail to SM. Financial budget questionnaire ! 390.00T
8-13 1hr 45 min Crass walk finsnuisl mieno, wink on Financial/budgel questionnaire, information faxedtc 260.001‘{
M . . i : !
faxes sent of received 13 pages } 11.00T¢
8-14 2hrs 25 min wark on Budgevfinanie questionnatre 260.00T: .
8-15 1 br 50 mirixt Revicw 202 budget tpatenials, work on questiomnaire BudgetTinance, SM call : 260.00T!
[8-17 thr 35 mins Budyet guestivanaire Draft sent e-mail 1o SM ! : 260.00T
18-20 25 min tayesio SM recd from M7 0. OOT
faxes sent o received 5 pages ! ‘ 6.00T | I
! 260.00T :

18-21 Zhrs 10 min vally froen SM Wark on Budget qmshormwe e-nails to SM

1822 4 hrs worked on rerjested ndtetial for SM e-thailed materials to SM Worked an Budget matanisls. 520.00T
18-23 4hrs 32 mins anal ysiz: of o-mnila received M-13nd budget materialy forwarded materialy 1o §M : 650.007
8-24 6 hrs 12mims Budget mulivxis of the 19992000 2001, 2002 with carrvover und vbligation % and revised | 780.00T
fin. chart semt Jdrafl vie emuli 0 SM | ‘ :
: New Mexdco Grpxs receips : : 303.24 '




89/25/2081 21:34 5852¢ 17 OWL. WOMAN PAGE 82

Chamcmsumng S | - l'hvolce'}

Joe C. Christie B
' : Invol :
11704 San Vistorio NE : : :,.,.--__,9939___ nvoice # t

-Albuquerque, New Mexico, 87111 wzsneot |

Twelfth Hoor . - ;
Washingtor, D.C. 20006 - :

T e ek e e . - ST e e ————
: Description i Amount !

$27 30 ins s e e g ; T

8-28 10 mins call 10 speciad-inbster on Budget drafl ° : 0.00T ; -
8-29 3hrs 14 moivs budjet Mcomémmdﬁleclmmmingwitbﬂ&hﬁofdmmﬂbrwﬂd : 390.00T . :
8-31 15 min discwssion with M1 D ‘ 0.00T:
94 3 hrs 7 mitss feview uf{rgsd Ded. igpdate of Financisl budget questoanaire e-mail w the SM : 390.00T;
9~sSbnxmmmwsmmammwﬂmmmmwl.uﬂmnm 780.00T
duplication, shipping uf waicriais-to-SM, o-mails 1o SM : : i
9-5 cost of duplication ut Kinkdk or other location ] 8.03T!:
9-5 shipping of tateriak vid mail.Roxes Fic, S ' 1625T!
9-3 16 pages thxes wnt of, reczived . : 16.00T ;
9-6 10 mins 2 Doges faxas sent e maceived . : ' 2.00T!
$-7 2hry 06 minw pruparation [ taveting with KI review of trust matesialy prepored by KI. Sent o-mail to ' 260.00T ' -,
SM. recejved watécials fom K[ - :
9-10 2hrs 40 siiny work' on brveptry questionnaire.

9-12 1hr 10 mints call oy K+ Qafrett(3Q mins) on tudget quastionnaire, work on file mventory questions,
§-13 2 tws 35 rins ¢-mail to K. 3. Macting with M- and M-9 financia] and inventory issues iuxed puterials I . :
o SM . : b
9-13 16 faxeyisot o riveived - . 16.00T ;
5-14 2hra 20 miiny praparstion the phone call with K.G, calt with KG (I 6 mins) follow up work cacalf ~ : 260.00T |
withKG. - . - i
9-15 1br S mins sanyeis of raateridlé and Finemoial materiale sat 1o K¢ ; 130.00T |
-15 15 pages af farés sent or: moasived . . T 15.00F |
920 5 hrs 40 mins-call to SM.. Werk on inventory materialy, financial discissions with M-l calltoM-Sen | . T 780.00T! -
QA : - i )
9-21 25 mins call From SM, callls 9 M-1, , i ‘ 0.00T: -
5-24 I |5 mine worked 1 Inverdoty questionnaite dra®t 10 SM call toM-1. M-2,M-7 : i . 130.00T .
3-23 52 ming calli and discuovicns with M-, M4, M-10,M-11 : 130.00T:
{call to SM \ :

i New Mexico:Gross teeeipl by - . 4612 7

390.00T

e
SS
8
2

Total - $4,480.40 : .

i
1

et LR e N U R e e et —— . e —— e e emn e e,




5052968847

\,

le/26/2881 @7:37

. Cbau{fonwlﬁng
x ' Joe €. Clristie

10-02 faxes scnt or-reccivid 20 pages
* 11003 3trs 34 rmin

1+ |training materials. L
+7 110-03 faxes senf r repoived- 42 pages

~-:[10-08 3 hrs 14 ming Ficuinclal anatysis of FY 2001

10-1029 smin calf with M-1 ‘yent Firtancial amalysls fo KG
* [10-12) br 10 min revigw and aralyyis-of tralging materinls
i 110-132 hr 46 mjn

++ | Sp. Master via Cingiland KG. .

10-16 1ar 13 mip review

| org date, financlul Sak
| 10-18 fices seit or ceeived 10.page

-:"-_ 10-19 Faxes sent or roccived 3 rioges 10'Sp. Master
1 M-5, M4 M- Invesicry fsscy wd fingarial isspes

21 10-23 44 28 miny-Auafysts of R Kepary on training, xnalysis

Gull S5 MiSter,M-T:M-6, M- M-8 discussion of organizstionnd charty, inecting with M-5

110092 hr 44 mici chmpécéd Fimancial analysis and sent the mtorials ©

Rt of qéncterdy report, rovonds management issues, Updide of the financlal char sent 1o

snd smalys(s of the training mateyials -
10-18 brs 57 ffng calls"tovmid from:Sp. Master, calls 1o M- e-mail of dsta o Sp master, meeting with M-] |

7 § 10:24 59 mins recd o-mal “espaiied and forwarded w Sp Mastar

X2 | 1025 thr 34 min Gty feom-Sps Migtet; e-mall o

- | Planoing and budget 31y st to p. Maoter
1 | New Mexico Grsgrecriptytax -

e e

Sp Muster, draft Analysis of Monthly reports tralningand |

of trainlng materials, meeting with M-1, :
i

PAGE 82

R e e

. Invo‘icewr

SEslesibh I g T e SR

; 11704 & Victorio NE L AT
Albuqaerqqe, New Mexico, 87111 : mfzﬂf_zom %
; e e e ....-
:‘.. {A&Tﬁé@“ . ‘_. e e e —-:
; 1717 Pentiayivimia Ave. W
M Twelfth Flocr : i
: Washiogeem, D7, 20p06. ;

e el i
J. T e e S, LR I S
' ) . . Description ! Amaunt
(1000 50 min et SVl B T T T e e ol T e

. - 20.00T

f ’ 520.00T}"

42.00T: -
390.00T
390.00T :

lJO:OOT L
350.00T)

i
Sp. Muster viz E~mall .’
i

130.007
520.00T |

; _ i
i . 20.00T) .
! S 3.001"
: $20.00T
- 130.00T
260.00T

! ' . 20896

i
— 3 - e
" Total $3.403.96 |



11/25/2881 21:c¢ 3 5857772847

Chaty Costlting

3 Joe . Cﬁrfsﬁé .'
11704 San Vietatio NE
Albuquerque, New Mexico, 87111

¢ . BilTo -
B )

2S00

S oL - S -

iAlan I Balaran

[717 Penaryivanig Ave N W
i | Twelfih Foor -
L Washington: D¢, zooo&

i

5 . ,"» Description ]
{10293 s 15t Eolt 1o W,ual Master issues for mesting with ro-12. Mig with m-12 on issars of R

"'eoncern.

: with KG.: call. with - ! fol lotaip to-discuxsion of piehloms and concerns,

+11-15 50 mins il with m-1 discissicas of nroblems.and fssues: cal! from special master. heads up for cail

“11-16 25 mips wll trom.r-13 o ukiate of wctions, esmail to Special Master, rec’d e-mail from Sp. Master

l 1174 hn 3 mins analyeis o!fe;m sent by special Master
11418 25 ming c-mml 0 Speetal. Maxu-r of malysis
. ,Ncchxnoo Grosy rcmm RO

et

. Total

N vt L

D T

PAGE B2

e ——

Invoice

'A lbvonce s i

- m—————f

10

260, ooﬂ -
IJO.DOTi' .

0.001!
5200071 -

0.00T] - -
52.89 ¢

$962.89 !



Chara Consulting

Joe C. Christie
11704 San Victorio NE
Albuguerque, New Mexico, 87111

BiiTo

Alan 1. Balaran

1717 Pennsylvunia Ave. N.W.
Twelfth Floar

Washingron, D.C. 20006

Invoice

Date Involce ¥

r.
L 12/10/2001 i1

Description Amount
11-26 1hr 45 mn E-mall with M 12 faxes reproduction of material and analysis of mancrial 260.00T
11-26 9 pages faxes sent or received 9.00T
11-28 1 br 25 min call with SP review of M12 materials research reparts call end discussion with M-12 130.00T
?-1 thr 7min phone discussions SM: discussion on inventory with M-13 130.00T
23 1hr 17 min Mg with M-2 calls with M-1 e-mail 10 SM inventory issues 130.00T
124 1hr 3 Imiy culls ad miccting with M=1 arinventory fssues : - - - - —_— . .- .260.00T1 .
12-5 3 pages faxcs sent or noceived 3.00T
12-6 2 hrs 3 min faxes rec'd from M-1 discussioa of the materials and analyxis of the matcrials 260.00T
12-6 7 pages of faxes sent or received 7.00T
12-7 3 hrs 5 min matcrials fram M- and M-12, phone calls, review and analysis of the M-12 materials 3%0.007
12-8 20 mins preparcd und seat e-mail to SM 0.00T
12-11 50 min calls with M-1 and M-12 raceting with M-I discussion of inventory problems and office 130.00T
problems
99.34

New Mexico Gross reocipty tax

, Total

$1.808.34




p1/84/2082 B1:81 585236 OWwL WOMAN » PAGE 82

~ Invoice -

Jue C, Chrigtie L e T Theker

Chata Conddting

11704 San Victorio NE ' R i
Albugtierque, New Mexico, 87111 i AL
IBII]TO T oTmTmTT T e ey

! Alan |, Halgrun

T1787 Penagylvimia Ave. HW,
i Twelfth Floor A

! Washington. .0 20006

! i
! :
| |

— - - T L e e et e ma e S f e i mmeer vmns e m— - ) - : - - s ems  —————— - "‘-“—-‘“'!

i v Description : Amaunt :

P e e e+ e . R

i 12/26 2] mins ¢=oail v $M £-mail response 1o SM, call from M12 and call from M-1. : : : 0.00T*

i 12/27 48 mins k-mail thom M-12-wvith attachments. sent to SM, analysis of e-mail matcrial and responsc 1o . 130.00T;
M-)2, ' : : ‘ .
12/28 10 mins Eomail From M- 12 with revisions ‘ : ' 0.00T *

2/30 1 hr 15 minz:anabysis 07M-12 revisions P . - 130.00T:

; 12731 2 he 10 minc.completesd analvsis of the M-12 materinls, E-mail to SM and E-mail to M-12 for ' 260.00T ;

{clarifications i ! ' :
17 10 mins ree'd E-ruil froneM-12 replied to and sent to SM ! 0.00T:
178 12 mins replicd 1o c-naail (o SM ! 0.00T|
1-9 55 mins Voice muil M-12. Rex'd e-mail review and requested clarifications, c-mail W SM. Call from : 130.00T |

iM-12 ‘ _ . ' i

{1710 2 bes 57 paing, wall ean Ni-12, meeting with M-12, Matcrials scnt to SM : o 390.00T -

I shipping of matcriads. vie Ted Express : 43187

l 1712 14 mins F-mail exchange with M-12 o 0.00T
1/13 2 brs 17 miny Lomail M-12, hegin analysis of matcrials ' o . 260.00T:

, 1714 Thr 6 mins continyed anuixyis of materials 130.00T:

{ V15 1hr 36 mins eoatiaued spork on M-12 maerials, call 1o M-12 : . 260.00T

£ 1716 56 mins contituzed work ca the M-12 marerials, sent o-mail to SM i : _ 130.00T;
1717 Ihr 4 mins continised werk on M-12 materials, call 10 M-12 for clarification i 130.00T ;

| V18 1 he 51 mins Complensd liess reading and analysis of the M-12 materials, i 260.00T

1121 2 hrs 46 minx Anakvsiz of o-mails. identification of links and begin comparisons, Follow up ¢-mail 1o ! 390.00T ; ’

iM-12 and SM _ ) : ‘ ;
[ 1722 1hr 35 mins Fensil from M-12 review and analysis, response e-mail to M-12 und to SM. mitg with M-1 : 130.00T;

[ 1724 2 5 mins (2l oerm SM.Cull from JG discussions and recommendations. Seat E-nail ta JGand SM. 260.00T :
I Call from M-} , :
i New Mexioo Grovss ecugipts o 17630
; .

Total 53.209.48



125 36 pages ofthyes demi or regei ved

5852968847 OWL WOMAN PAGE ‘83

B s e e T

”7°'24/2882 ©9:84

. “Chata Gonsulting -~ -{nvoice -
Joe . Christie P
L1704 San Victorio NE Cale . Invoice®

Afbuquerque. New Mexico, 87111 B I L

éiii-;rc .. v o e b .
Alan [ Balar
i 1717 Penmsyiviria Ave. W ;

gTwclﬁh Fioar S :
*, Washington .0 2000
|
! _ _ R
r. r—. e e . ee 1o ) - e ——— . - erie e e e . . - e .. :, . P .. P R PRSP, :'
: . Description ! : Amount i
b e L e ot e e s e e PN B N e emenm

1-26 Thr 45 min work or progii: evaluation, checked on citations ; 260.00T °
1-28 4 hr 14 miss el w m-2, ok trom m-2, work on program evaluation. c-majl to und from CGoldsieinrocd 520000 ;
: voaterial from SN, caft Suar -, and m-3, meeting m-2 policies/procedures progrum evaluation. ) -
1-28 12 pages of fsxes-sent o rovisived . ] ] 12.00T
1-29 4 hes 25 min omail 40 Uddstein, reference materials. cull w m-1 and m-3. review of matcrials trom | . . ’ 520.00T: :
8M, Mecting with' m-3 and mudrerials, ) ' o . I
1-29 4 faxes sont ot reecived 400Ti
1-30 4 he 1S mifv.cathm-|2 o malerials. continued reviow of SM materials, materials scot to Goldstein, 520007
mecting with m- {3 and.mulitivly, o-mail 10 Goldstein. P P
1-30 27 fixes serit or.reooivedl i 26.00T
1-31 7 he 25 min; shipment eatevials 10 Goldstein of M-12 meteriuls, review/analysis ol silc visits call ; C 210.00T '
Goldstein, duplication of matyrialy for shipment to SM
1-31 cont of duplivation wr Kinko's or other location
131 shipping t-maacials vin mall Boxes Etc. to Goldstein 52007

- 1-31 shipping of fealerisdy viu mpail Boxes Exc. to SM : . 43.39T:
i 21 1 hr, 15 min, dissussion with m-1 recd materialy, discussed the muterialy rec’d, additionst matcrials Rec'd j K 130.00T° -
- 12-1 17 faxes senpor reciluy o : : 17.00T!

© 1222hr25 min maeting with ms1; duplicatlon of materials, review of m-12 materials ' - o 260.00T :

i 2-1 18 pages of fases sent o rodoived ) , . ) 18.00T -
- 122 cost of duplicagion dt Kinko's-or other locstion e . L6t

» 124 2 hr 35 min. duplication snd mailing of marerlals. ‘o-rnail Goldstcin e-mail o m-12, . review of m-12 o ) 390.00T¢ -
j material, invenitory, discisisiun 12, cvmail to SM/m-12. - 4 i

. 124 cost of duplication st Kinkes or other location ’ : . 119T|
= i 24 shipping of miksrials vis mail Boxes Eto.or USPS ‘ - : L5271
¥ 1284 hr 5 min Deveiogsd materialy for Goldstein, materials with narrative to Goldsicin, Faxed malerials 0 : 520.00T; -~
;1 Goldstein. prwifed Finantiat srtalyais matorials 1o Goldstein faxed muterials : . S
56.007 :

% 126 15 min divcisssion wah m-i SO R 0.00T ;
28 10 mins e<mait 6 Guidsuin ‘ ' 0.00T |
2 2119 pages of ficx2s wenit o recived L : S ‘ 9.00T!
¥ 12-14 26 min exnudin. Godtein, ‘response 1o Goldstein e-mail ' . 0.00T§

ST

Paget



———— e - . P e —————

77/v4/2882 B9:84 5852968847 OWL WOMAN

Chéte Constlting
Joe C. Christie
- 11704 San:Victorio NE

“Faged

bowmsnopy 13

PAGE 82

Invoice

=T

- Albuguerque, New Mexico, 87111

: B#tTo . ! .

, : Alan 1, Baiwrae.- .

. ' 177 Petindydvaufia Avc NW, :

. i Twelfth Flooe . 0 ¢ !

: Weshington, [3.C. 20006 -

: ]

K [P — - P © — i

S Description ; Amount

~ [3-15 3 bex S min call from -2 on memo, call from m-12 same subject, cal to Goldsteln on notification, call 390.00T: -

¢ i form m-1 same subjoct-fitkiod memo rec'd and sont, rec'd matorials from SM, reviewed materials, rec'd o-mall ; i
215 2 pages of fuxen semi ov regeived : 2,007
2-16 18 min e-mMuflx rectt and.sent. M-12 and Goldstein ] 0.00T! -
2-17 4 brs 38 mins revidwed Mukorials rec'd from m-12 and sont 1o Goldstein, Scamd version rec'd and 650.007 :
revicwed, e-malts ko Ugldacsio with analysis. . : -
2-18 Shr 22 risi, matorfils from wi-12. 300 to Goldsteln, review of M-12 maferials, Mocting with m-12 : T 650.00T:
discussion of inoterials and clarlfications. Final materiuls rec'd and sent SM and Goldstcin, : v
2-19 49 mins il from m-) and - 12, recd m-12 muterials. sor materialy to Goldstein, i 130.00T "
2-19 17 pages of-fisies nent o r8ceived : A o ¢ 17.007:
2-20 3 hr 10 mip.call keom m-) imdate on Incident, meeting with m-12 discussion of materisls, e-file to SM | 390.00T!
& Qoldstelr, Revlewod m-12muerials. Call rom ov-1 and discussion with Goldsicin. : L
2-21 55 min cait witk m-1.calt fhom SM discussion of incident, mailed materials to Goldstein . 130.00T:

- {2-21 shipping of materials vie ikl Boxos Etc.or USPS . 16.25T

* | New Mexico Girms rcetpis twx . : 38891 ¢ -

4 i H

o : P

=
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[

* e

Chiata Coniduiting -~ Invoice -

Joe €. Christie : o e
{1704 San Victorio NE DAL L ke
‘Albuquergue’ New Mexico, 87111 : , A Lo

Tt L

: ! BilTo :
“ E'Kl.az'z.lrlﬂa_fnrm“_'._f: ) T ,I
1717 Penniylvanis Ave, N W. :
ke Twelfth Floog & oo i
p Washingion, .¢..20006 ~ :
£

' |

~ 1
i U S A e e s

i
B '3——--— Ty e T I ke e Cotm e e e e e e e o e e e m ey

1 226 1 hr 13 mittaralysiy of or-site cvaluation materials call to JG : T . 130.00T: .
‘ ' ‘ 11.65T; ..

%'12-27 shipping ol miaterials viv L9PS : ) .

22 12-28 Thr 15 miny discuigions with'M-1 and JG on site evaluarions : S 130.00T |

¥ 13-4 1 by 10 mig disquasiéin Avith:M-14 cvaluations, call ta JG 130.00T .
'3-7 5 brs 4 mins Ealls i $M: fzview of materjals discussions with M-1 and M-12, call to M-13 completed | 650.00T"

. s work und scnd ermisils o ’ i :

3-8 55 mins folley ap 112 SM, il t0 M-12 final narrative to SM

13150 he b0 min discussitng with M-1, call with 1G, Check o materials and send information to JG

- 13-18 § hr 03 wmin el frof 4 copy of materials requested confirmed receipt of other marerkals, SM request,

]
] HEY
: 130.007 | *
|
i

«+ | send information. éoatactéd M- Send requested raterials. i
!
!
i
!

130.007 | -
130.00T |

0.00T;

130,007

0.00T
9135 .-

" '3-20 20 mins masciials Front. M-§

i» {3-22 54 mins call fom I3, matetials requested researched and sent. confirmation of recelpt of materials
2-11-23 25 ming revjow ol maariaf¥ sent
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Chita Consiiing " Invoice -

Joe ¢, betisﬁc:_ g
L1704 SanViétorio NE _ Lo Dde
' Aluguerque, New Mexico, 87111 e

473442002

! BUiTo : ;
AET.E@}L;{'".""'”".".""'"'"“ e e e
1717 Penosylvéniy Ave, NoW. !
LWerrn »ioe . T

Washington, D.C 20-’)06 )
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Desotiption ;. Amount i

e i
130.00T}
130.00T |
1418571

4-7 1'hr (8 min pigkied I tmaterighs for the SM S $169
4-8 | br 04 min Mmalssemm M meoting with m-12 rev of materials ; o $143
shipping of marersils Vi fusll Boses Fic. ) : - ¥ | [
14-9 50 min phone czdl M1 and riview of M-1 materialg : S 3104 130.00T;
9 27 pages olBikés sove o réeeiyed . ‘ 27.00T; "~
410 1hr 55 min. Mgering-with M:1 2 review of materials and faxes o SM : : - $247 260.00T] .
29.00T!

4-10 29 Eaxes scqt or céciived . . - ‘ : ' .
41145 mins msterials shipped 6SM : ' : $91 130.00T; - -
‘| 4=11 shipping ofriwerale ¥i# guiil Boxes Ete. L L 262471 1

L $221  .260.00T:

4-19 | br 40 myn. hoh cal il M-12: mecting with M-12 discussion of materials and issues :
422 10 min call-wigh' M1 . . ~ _ T . $2 0.00T: .
#2415 min culbwigfi mirt - " - $39 0.00T: |
't New Mexico Grogs reccipes s . 7348 ¢ -
“.’fIn{ro;lqej'adjusted by the Special Master :
»
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Total © $1397.57 +



JU-17-2882 ©9:83 PM  CHATA CONSULTING. INC. €05 229 7452 . P.a2
Chats Consulting ' nvoice
Joe C. Christie Dats Invoice #
11704 San Victorio NE ‘ o/1772002 s
Albuquerque, New Mexico, 87111
8iit To
Alm 1. Baleran
1717 Pennsylvenia Ave, N.W.
Tweifth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20006
J
Description Amount
&32M27mhMoedngwith—lOTRdaw[opedpmbhnsmdnhjoupmsmbu 260.00T
6-4 36 min c-majl from M. 12 roview and analysis and response: transmitted to Special Master 130.00T
6-5 15 min welophonc calls from M-1 : 0.00T
6-6 21 min tolcphone calls from M-1: e-mail to SM 0.00T
6-10 9 min telephons call SM 0.00T
6-11 6 hrs 17 mins preparation for mtg with SM: mocting with SM discuzsion of situation and problema, 780.00T
6-11 cost of parking while working oa projoct 9.00T
6-12 2hn§5minnuﬁngwithshtpmwuﬁmdimmmdmblww OTR discussion of solutions: cal{ from 390.00T
-14
6-14 42 mins SM: review and soalysis of proccss matorials:c-mailed to SM: 130.00T
6-17 44 mins call M-1: Discossions with M-12 referred 1o SM: E-mail 1o M-12 process materialy: call to M-12 130.00T
Now Mcxico Gross reccipts tax 106.31
Total $1,93531
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“ 11704 $ii Vietorio NE
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7-4 25 mios cill 10 3C, rall to' 0und E-mail to SM
7-8 1hr 6 min caf! 0012, Eadf 1o M-12, e-apail from M-12, reviewed
7-9 1hr 44 mins fiscigsion

SM, 5alt to JC, call to Hyatt Regeacy
faxes sent or l’\’-Ci"if‘.{\td N

7-10 4 hrs 6 ming:all from $M:cl 10 SM, review of M-12 materials,
with JC, call from'JC, <hyigeofpluns, mtg with SM

| 7416 2 wmins call from-Mv i

7-19 8 mins call fom S0 -

7-24 Lhr 41 robng call fom M3 ¢l from M-S,
M-1 organized agd sttt SM ¥z o-maail

acit or recsived
New Mexico Gtows receipts 15,

vAth M-S, received materials, reviewed msteTials, second get

7-23 40 miny cal 6k M1 dfsGussian of issues and problera with IM box :
received materials reviewed, sent o SM, received

i . "~ 0.00T
' 130.00T

materials, e-mail to Me12, call o M-1 ‘
260.00T

of matediale fom. K

iy - 11.00T | .
call from JC, preparation for mesting ' 520.00T | .

o 130.00T

materinls 260.00T

4.00T
76.43
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181 ZM“MM&&MM#)SM call from M-13, meeting with Special Master. -

84 Zhry 4s;mmnmmgmmm1u-
18-9 ZSMMMMA

8-15 19mmsmlﬁmnﬂ“iﬂmns:madmg issucs and impact. '

-1 8-19 42 mins Calf from N 135 mﬂMpmducﬁmpmblunundMlonwortmne.s

New Mexico Qs : mgapis W
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390.00T |
390.00T |

* 000!
260.007 - ;

0.00T! -

130.00T | |+
68.01° | =

$123801 . -
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ot € Cjsiie
11704 Sanr-Victorio NE
. Mﬁdqqer@[&é;’fb}ew Mexico, 87111

CHATA CONSULT™ G INC
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Al Helatn
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Washington, ). 06ns6. ©
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9/5 5 min call GronE 4K éu triyy 4 Alhuquerque.
9/6 1w 40 min Meeitgg with Shi

#ith SM discussion‘af tdspes and-problems

Presentation ) S

3/17 13 mins dise§i05 of probfétns of M-16

9/18 8 mins sea( oo §M alerting him to the discussion of M.
9/25 20 mins calldftoty K‘l«}-&'diatf-:msim of problem contracted SM

New Mexico Groas recipes ok - -
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16 problems,
vis &-meil on problem
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826 15 mins caff o M: 157 Fegail 10 SM to establish meeting and pmvide—;;l-nane nombers

9/8 28 min preparefion e o Weeting with SM, identificd matetials for review and consoliduted them,
9/9 3 hes 48 M4 Stiniat pietiaration tine reviewed materfals-an computer , organized for use. Meeting

9/10 Shrs 45 wing mdeting withi SM, attended presentation with DOL. OTR, post discussions with SM of
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U-122hr25 mmu éb!hmm dl%nmhon for special master, umlvsm of information, email to SM,
Telophnne call'th .QM m& thi, mﬁw%adnu
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082/24/2883 23:}_8 5852968847 CHATA CONSULTING INC PAGE @2

. “$Avoice

(’I.aur wmiukmg.

Foe C: Cliigtie. P T
F1704 San Vidtorio NE.- ' - “, : RO | )
A mmqu‘.rmte; New Mexico, 87111 S ‘W L . '
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Descnpuon . i : Aron i
o e A e £ e s g e e § L v, o i e 2 et e e el ,;.;.Q._.A,__g};
2-5 10 min calt: ﬁaﬁx w&or-n mw returned call left message oo .. 0.00T -
2-6 IS mins aum Speviat: wfasra left messages aud numbers 0.00T*
2-7 2hrs 41 mm alis x}— nﬁd %80 Special Master to arrange meeting, vemm call for changés, m¢ctmn wxw i 390.00T
N N 1 A . . . ..
’ ’ < i R -l 1
- |2-102 has 15 num;& m{’r M-‘l' W:1,13,15 wd Special Master problans dnd igsus. A Pl S 260.00T
* 1NewMexico Gtwrrﬁdm!\&m : 4 : ; 3778
: : i : |
: |
: | :4
E ; ?
i
Totai " $687.78 -




